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Thus the question was raised whether a commercial treaty, or an international compact requiring an appropriation of money, or, indeed, any treaty whatever in the execution of which any action of any kind on the part of the House of Representatives was necessary, could be made without the concurrence of the House as well as the Senate* On this, the only vital and enduring question involved, Marshall's views were clear and unshakable.
The defense of the constitutional power of the President and Senate to make treaties was placed solely on Marshall's shoulders. The Federalists considered his argument a conclusive demonstration. Carrington wrote Washington that " on the point of constitutionality many conversions were acknowledged/' l He was mistaken; the Republicans were not impressed. On the contrary, they thought that the treaty "was much less ably defended than opposed." 2
The Republicans had been very much alarmed over Marshall and especially feared the effect of one clever move. "John Marshall/' wrote Jefferson's son-in-law from Richmond to the Republican commander in Monticello, "it was once apprehended would make a great number of converts by an argument which cannot be considered in any other light than an uncandid artifice. To prevent what would be a virtual censure of the President's conduct he maintained that the treaty in all its commercial parts
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2  Raadolpll to Jefferson, Nov. 22,1795; Works; Ford, viii, footnote